F036347

F036317

F034320

F034240

F035814

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People v. Richardson

Appellant having filed an abandonment and/or request for
dismissal of appeal, IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the
above-entitled action is dismissed.

People v. Gutierrez

Appellant having filed an abandonment and/or request for
dismissal of appeal, IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the
above-entitled action is dismissed.

People v. Smallwood

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Paramo

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

In re Jaime C., a Minor

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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F028940

F033031

F036616

F034107

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People v. Lee, et al.
The judgment is affirmed with modifications. Wiseman, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Thaxter, J.
[CERTIFIED FOR PARTIAL PUBLICATION]

People v. Johnson
The judgment is affirmed. Thaxter, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Wiseman, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

In re Joshua James M., a Minor
IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled
action is dismissed.

People v. Ball

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.
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F032432

F032595
F034390

F036273

F036270

F033709

F033494

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

Anacapa Oil Company v. RDE Engineering, Inc. et al.

The judgment is affirmed except for the limited reversal of the
apportionment of damages, necessitating a modified judgment in
accordance with Section D of this opinion. Respondent is awarded its
costs on appeal. Vartabedian, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Buckley, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Butler
In re Daniel Lee Butler on Habeas Corpus

The judgment is modified by striking all sentence enhancements
for the prior serious felony prison term except the five-year
enhancement imposed on count | pursuant to section 667, subdivision
(@), and affirmed in all other respects. The court shall prepare an
amended abstract of judgment to reflect the modification of sentence.
The petition for writ of habeas corpusis denied. Wiseman, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Vartabedian, J.

[CERTIFIED FOR PARTIAL PUBLICATION]
In re Kareena M., a Minor

No brief or request for extension of time having been filed within
the time provided, the appeal is dismissed.
In re Nathaniel S., a Minor

Tulare County Health and Human Services Agency v. Barbara S.
No brief or request for extension of time having been filed within
the time provided, the appeal is dismissed.

People v. Warda

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
People v. Bonilla

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F035517 In re Arthur S., a Minor
Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

F036504 In re Marriage of Farris
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 17(a) of the California Rules of Court, IT ISHEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.
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